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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S. C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Arndt, U.S. 
Patent Number 6,654,906. 

3. The applied reference has a common assignee with the instant application. Based upon 
the earlier effective U.S. filing date of the reference, it constitutes prior art under 35 U.S.C. 
102(e). This rejection under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) might be overcome either by a showing under 37 
CFR 1 . 132 that any invention disclosed but not claimed in the reference was derived from the 
inventor of this application and is thus not the invention "by another," or by an appropriate 
showing under 37 CFR 1.131. 

4. Regarding claim 1 : 

a. Regarding the limitation of "receiving a system reset interrupt for a logical 
partition," Arndt discloses a system with the ability to receive indication of an error. 
(Lines 1 5- 1 7 of Column 9, see also Figure 6 step 610). 

b. Regarding the limitation of "determining if an operation on the logical partition is 
being performed at the time the system reset interrupt is received" Arndt discloses a 
system with the ability to point instructions from one processor to a second processor if 
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operation are being preformed when an error is received. (Lines 20-25 of Column 9, see 
also Figure 6 step 612-614). 

c. Regarding the limitation of "deferring handling of the system reset interrupt after 
the operation on the logical partition completed" Arndt discloses a system with the ability 
to differ the machine code to refresh the primary process until operations are completed. 
(Lines 20-25 and 28-32 of Column 9, see also Figure 6 step 614-616). 

5. Regarding claim 2, Arndt discloses a system with a series of checks which if not passed 
indicate a rejected request. (Lines 26-34 of Column 7). 

6. Regarding claim 3, Arndt discloses a system wherein an error can be a hard error. (Lines 
45-53 of Column 8). Arndt also discloses that the error can be a reset error. (Lines 10-14 of 
Column 8) 

7. Regarding claim 4, Arndt discloses a system with checks which set the system into an* 
operating state, or and error state. Arndt also discloses that logic partitions are assigned by the 
hypervisor. (Lines 1-9 of Column 6). When the hypervisor detects an error condition, a second 
logic partition is used for backup, the primary logic partition is refreshed and then added back 
into the logic partition. (Lines 26-34 of Column 8). 

8. Regarding claim 5, Arndt disclose a system with a hypervisor that can read a value set by 
a check of the system. (Lines 26-34 of Column 7). If the checks are not passed a state is state in 
which the hypervisor does not perform requested functions and error recovery takes place. 
(Lines 26-34 of Column 7 and Lines 45-53 of Column 8). 
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9. Regarding claim 6, Arndt discloses a system wherein the hypervisor, upon detecting an 
error, refreshes the primary copy of the system while continuing to use the secondary copy. 
(Liens 14-31 of Column 9). 

10. Regarding claim 7, Arndt discloses a system that has a checking operation and set 
condition states. If the checks are not passed a state is state in which the hypervisor does not 
perform requested functions and error recovery takes place. (Lines 26-34 of Column 7 and Lines 
45-53 of Column 8). 

1 1 . Regarding claim 8: 

d. Regarding the limitation of "receiving a system reset interrupt for a logical 
partition," Arndt discloses a system with the ability to receive indication of an error. 
(Lines 15-17 of Column 9, see also Figure 6 step 610). 

e. Regarding the limitation of "determining if an operation on the logical partition is 
being performed at the time the system reset interrupt is received" Arndt discloses a 
system with the ability to point instructions from one processor to a second processor if 
operation are being preformed when an error is received. (Lines 20-25 of Column 9, see 
also Figure 6 step 612-614). 

f. Regarding the limitation of "deferring handling of the system reset interrupt after 
the operation on the logical partition completed" Arndt discloses a system with the ability 
to differ the machine code to refresh the primary process until operations are completed. 
(Lines 20-25 and 28-32 of Column 9, see also Figure 6 step 614-616). 

12. Regarding claim 9, Arndt discloses a system with a series of checks which if not passed 
indicate a rejected request. (Lines 26-34 of Column 7). 
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13. Regarding claim 10, Arndt discloses a system wherein an error can be a hard error. 
(Lines 45-53 of Column 8). Arndt also discloses that the error can be a reset error. (Lines 10-14 
of Column 8) 

14. Regarding claim 1 1 , Arndt discloses a system with checks which set the system into an 
operating state, or and error state. Arndt also discloses that logic partitions are assigned by the 
hypervisor. (Lines 1-9 of Column 6). When the hypervisor detects an error condition, a second 
logic partition is used for backup, the primary logic partition is refreshed and then added back 
into the logic partition. (Lines 26-34 of Column 8). 

1 5. Regarding claim 12, Arndt disclose a system with a hypervisor that can read a value set 
by a check of the system. (Lines 26-34 of Column 7). If the checks are not passed a state is state 
in which the hypervisor does not perform requested functions and error recovery takes place. 
(Lines 26-34 of Column 7 and Lines 45-53 of Column 8). 

16. Regarding claim 13, Arndt discloses a system wherein the hypervisor, upon detecting an 
error, refreshes the primary copy of the system while continuing to use the secondary copy. 
(Liens 14-31 of Column 9). 

17. Regarding claim 14, Arndt discloses a system that has a checking operation and set 
condition states. If the checks are not passed a state is state in which the hypervisor does not 
perform requested functions and error recovery takes place. (Lines 26-34 of Column 7 and Lines 
45-53 of Column 8). Regarding claim 15: 

g. Regarding the limitation of "receiving a system reset interrupt for a logical 
partition," Arndt discloses a system with the ability to receive indication of an error. 
(Lines 15-17 of Column 9, see also Figure 6 step 610). 
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h. Regarding the limitation of "determining if an operation on the logical partition is 
being performed at the time the system reset interrupt is received" Arndt discloses a 
system with the ability to point instructions from one processor to a second processor if 
operation are being preformed when an error is received. (Lines 20-25 of Column 9, see 
also Figure 6 step 612-614). 

i. Regarding the limitation of "deferring handling of the system reset interrupt after 
the operation on the logical partition completed" Arndt discloses a system with the ability 
to differ the machine code to refresh the primary process until operations are completed. 
(Lines 20-25 and 28-32 of Column 9, see also Figure 6 step 614-616). 

1 8. Regarding claim 16, Arndt discloses a system with a series of checks which if not passed 
indicate a rejected request. (Lines 26-34 of Column 7). 

19. Regarding claim 17, Arndt discloses a system wherein an error can be a hard error. 
(Lines 45-53 of Column 8). Arndt also discloses that the error can be a reset error. (Lines 10-14 
of Column 8) 

20. Regarding claim 18, Arndt discloses a system with checks which set the system into an 
operating state, or and error state. Arndt also discloses that logic partitions are assigned by the 
hypervisor. (Lines 1-9 of Column 6). When the hypervisor detects an error condition, a second 
logic partition is used for backup, the primary logic partition is refreshed and then added back 
into the logic partition. (Lines 26-34 of Column 8). 

2 1 . Regarding claim 1 9, Arndt disclose a system with a hypervisor that can read a value set 
by a check of the system. (Lines 26-34 of Column 7). If the checks are not passed a state is state 
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in which the hypervisor does not perform requested functions and error recovery takes place. 
(Lines 26-34 of Column 7 and Lines 45-53 of Column 8). 

22. Regarding claim 20, Arndt discloses a system wherein the hypervisor, upon detecting an 
error, refreshes the primary copy of the system while continuing to use the secondary copy. 
(Liens 14-31 of Column 9). 

23 . Regarding claim 2 1 , Arndt discloses a system that has a checking operation and set 
condition states. If the checks are not passed a state is state in which the hypervisor does not 
perform requested functions and error recovery takes place. (Lines 26-34 of Column 7 and Lines 
45-53 of Column 8). 

Conclusion 

24. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Tim Bonura. 

o The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri: 7:30-5:00, every 
other Friday off. The examiner can be reached at: 703-305-7762. 

25. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, please contact the 
examiner's supervisor, Rob Beausoliel. 

o The supervisor can be reached on 703-305-9713. 

26. The fax phone numbers for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned are: 

o 703-872-9306 for all patent related correspondence by FAX. 
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27. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov/ . Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

28. Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is: 703-305-3900. 

29. Responses should be mailed to: 

o Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

Tim Bonura 
Examiner 
Art Unit 21 14 

NA0EEM IQBAL 
tm b PRIMARY EXAMINFP 

June 24, 2004 




